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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment filed on January 1 1 , 2007. 

2. Claims 1-38 have been examined. 

Response to Amendments 

3. Per Applicant's request, claims 34 and 37-38 have been amended. 

4. The objection to the specification is withdrawn in view of Applicant's amendments. 

5. The 35 USC §101 rejection over claims 34-38 is withdrawn in view of Applicant's 
amendments. 

Response to Arguments 

6. The Applicant is thanked for a thorough reply. Applicant's arguments have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection - see paragraphs 8- 
9 and 11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country 
. or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application 
for patent in the United States. 

8. Claims 1-32 and 34-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by US Patent No. 6,094,688 to Mellen-Garnett et al. (art made of record, hereinafter 
"Mellen-Garnett"). 

Claim 1: 

Mellen-Garnett discloses an apparatus, a computer system, and a method of 
managing a plurality of software development environments coupled to one another 
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through a cross development environment (e.g., FIG. 1, col. 3: 22-67), the method 
comprising: 

detecting an update made in a first software development environment 
among the plurality of software development environments (e.g., FIG. 2, blocks 103- 
104, col.4: 36-57); and 

dynamically modifying a mapping between the first software 
development environment and a second software development environment among 
the plurality of software development environments in response to the detected 
update (e.g., FIG. 2, block 110, col.5: 2-11; col.7: 23-45). 

Claim 2: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses each of 
the first and second software development environments comprises a problem 
tracking tool, and wherein the mapping is configured to convert a problem report 
generated by the problem tracking tool in the first development environment to an 
acceptable format for the problem tracking tool in the second development 
environment (e.g., FIG. 13, Error Handler 1316, col.21: 36-67). 

Claim 3: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses the 
mapping is configured to convert a source code file generated by the first 
development environment to an acceptable format for the second development 
environment (e.g., FIG. 3, Data Transformation 246, Rules Engine 244, col. 6: 5-22). 

Claim 4: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses 
detecting the update comprises receiving a notification from the first software 
development environment (e.g., FIG. 7, block 700, col.1 1 : 35-41 ). 
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Claim 5: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses 
notifying an administrator of the cross development environment in response to 
detecting the update (e.g., FIG. 1, Admin 50 and Applications 1-4, col. 3: 22-40, col.4: 
29-35). 

Claim 6: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, Mellen-Garnett also discloses 
notifying an administrator of the second software development environment in 
response to detecting the update (e.g., col. 3: 22-40, col.4: 29-35). 

Claim 7: 

The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses 
updating the second software development environment in response to notification of 
the administrator (e.g., FIG. 2, block 110, col.5: 2-11). 

Claim 8: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses the 
update comprises an update to content stored in the first software development 
environment (e.g., FIG. 2, blocks 103-105, col.4: 36-67). 

Claim 9: 

The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses the 
update comprises an update to at least one of a product, component and release 
stored in a library repository in the first software development environment (e.g., FIG. 
5, col.8: 13-36). 



Claim 10: 
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The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses the 
update comprises an update to at least one of a tool, a parameter and a value in the 
first software development environment (e.g., FIG. 5, col.8: 28-50). 

Claim 11: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses the 
mapping is defined in a mapping data structure comprising a plurality of mapping 
entries, wherein at least one mapping entry includes a wildcard (e.g., FIG. 12, block 
1228/YES). 

Claim 12: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses 
transforming a transaction generated by the first software development environment 
into a format compatible with the second software development environment using 
the mapping (e.g., FIG. 2, blocks 109-110, col. 5: 2-11). 

Claim 13: 

The rejection of claim 12 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses 
transforming the transaction includes routing the transaction to one of a plurality of 
cross development environment processes (e.g., FIG. 1, Applications 1-4, col.4: 29- 
35). 

Claim 14: 

The rejection of claim 13 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses routing 
the transaction is performed by a router process, the router process configured to 
perform at least one of failover and load balancing in connection with routing the 
transaction to a cross development environment process (e.g., FIG. 1, Application 
Collaboration components 40, col.4: 1-18). 
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Claim 15: 

The rejection of claim 12 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses 
transforming the transaction includes communicating the transaction to the second 
software development environment, the method further comprising retrying 
communication of the transaction to the second software development environment 
in response to unavailability of the second software development environment (e.g., 
FIG. 8, block 804, col.12: 18-35). 

Claim 16: 

Mellen-Garnett also discloses an apparatus, a computer system, and a 
method of managing a plurality of software development environments coupled to 
one another through a cross development environment (e.g., FIG. 1, col. 3: 22-67), 
the method comprising: 

updating a first software development environment among the plurality 
of software development environments (e.g., FIG. 2, blocks 103-104, col.4: 36-57); 
and 

notifying the cross development environment of the update made in the 
first software development environment in response to the update (e.g., FIG. 7, block 
700, col.11: 35-41; FIG. 2, block 110, col.5: 2-11). 

Claim 17: 

The rejection of claim 16 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses 
dynamically modifying a mapping between the first software development 
environment and a second software development environment among the plurality of 
software development environments in response to notification of the cross 
development environment (e.g., col. 7: 23-45). 



Claim 18: 



Application/Control Number; 10/754,012 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2192 

The rejection of claim 16 is incorporated. Mellen-Garnett also discloses 
dynamically notifying an administrator in response to the update (e.g., FIG. 1, Admin 
50, col.3: 22-40). 

Claims 19-32: 

Claims 19-32 are apparatus versions, which recite the same limitations as 
those of claims 1-15, wherein all claimed limitations have been addressed and/or set 
forth above. Therefore, as the reference teaches all of the limitations of the above 
claims, it also teaches all of the limitations of claims 1 9-32. 

Claims 34-36: 

Claims 34-36 are computer system versions, which recite the same limitations 
as those of claims 16-18, wherein all claimed limitations have been addressed and/or 
set forth above. Therefore, as the reference teaches all of the limitations of the above 
claims, it also teaches all of the limitations of claims 34-36. 

Claims 37-38: 

Claims 37-38 are apparatus versions, which recite the same limitations as 
those of claims 1 and 19, wherein all claimed limitations have been addressed and/or 
set forth above. Therefore, as the reference teaches all of the limitations of the above 
claims, it also teaches all of the limitations of claims 37-38. 

9. Claims 1, 16, 19, 34, and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by "Business process integration with IBM CrossWorlds, Part 1: 
Introduction to collaboration development" to Cutlip, published in May 2002 
(hereinafter "Cutlip"). 
Claim 1: 

Cutlip discloses an apparatus, a computer system, and a method of managing 
a plurality of software development environments coupled to one another through a 
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cross development environment (e.g., page 2, Figure 1 and related text in lines 1-18), 
the method comprising: 

detecting an update made in a first software development environment 
among the plurality of software development environments (e.g., page 3, Figure 2, 
update as Application Specific Business Objects transformed between Applications A 
and B, related text in page 2: 8-1 1 ); and 

dynamically modifying a mapping between the first software 
development environment and a second software development environment among 
the plurality of software development environments in response to the detected 
update (e.g., page 3, Figure 2, Maps components in Interchange Server, related text 
in page 2: 12-14). 

Claim 16: 

Mellen-Garnett also discloses an apparatus, a computer system, and a 
method of managing a plurality of software development environments coupled to 
one another through a cross development environment (e.g., page 2, Figure 1 and 
related text in lines 1-18), the method comprising: 

updating a first software development environment among the plurality 
of software development environments (e.g., page 3, Figure 2, update as Application 
Specific Business Objects transformed between Applications A and B, related text in 
page 2: 8-11); and 

notifying the cross development environment of the update made in the 
first software development environment in response to the update (e.g., page 2, 
Figure 1, the cross development environment as the Interchange Server comprising 
Central Repository for storing metadata associated with updates, Connectors for 
detecting and routing updates between Applications A and B, related text in page 1: 
1-30). 



Claim 19: 
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Claim 19 is an apparatus version, which recites the same limitations as those 
of claim 1, wherein all claimed limitations have been addressed and/or set forth 
above. Therefore, as the reference teaches all of the limitations of the above claim, it 
also teaches all of the limitations of claim 19. 

Claim 34: 

Claim 34 is a computer system version, which recites the same limitations as 
those of claims 16-18, wherein all claimed limitations have been addressed and/or 
set forth above. Therefore, as the reference teaches all of the limitations of the above 
claim, it also teaches all of the limitations of claim 34. 

Claim 37: 

Claim 37 is an apparatus version, which recites the same limitations as those 
of claims 1 and 19, wherein all claimed limitations have been addressed and/or set 
forth above. Therefore, as the reference teaches all of the limitations of the above 
claims, it also teaches all of the limitations of claim 37. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 1 03 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

11. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mellen- 
Garnett in view of US Patent No. 5,574,917 to Good et al. (art made of record, 
hereinafter "Good"). 

Claim 33: 
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Mellen-Garnett discloses an apparatus, comprising: 

a memory configured to store a mapping data structure for use in a 
cross development environment that couples together a plurality of software 
development environments; a processor (e.g., FIG. 1, col. 3: 22-67; FIG. 2, blocks 
103-104, col.4: 36-57); and 

program code configured to transform a transaction generated by a first 
software development environment among the plurality of software development 
environments into a format compatible with a second software development 
environment among the plurality of software development environments using the 
mapping data structure (e.g., FIG. 2, block 110, col. 5: 2-1 1 , col. 7: 23-45). 

Mellen-Garnett does not explicitly disclose the mapping data structure includes 
at least one wildcarded field. 

However, in an analogous art, Good further discloses disclose the mapping 
data structure includes at least one wildcarded field (e.g., col. 5: 34-48). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Good into that of Mellen- 
Garnett. One would have been motivated to do so to provide a rapid and flexible 
method of transferring information between multiple application programs as 
suggested by Good (e.g., col.2: 30-67; col.5: 16-33). 

Conclusion 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to examiner Thuy 
Dao (Twee), whose telephone is (571) 272 8570. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, and Friday from 6:00AM to 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam, can be reached at (571) 272 3695. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273 8300. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist whose telephone 
number is (571) 272 2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



T. Dao 




SUPEf 




